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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 04 April 2001 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . In response to the office action from 1 1/16/2004, the applicant has submitted an 
amendment, filed 2/16/2004, amending the abstract and Claims 1-8, while arguing to traverse the 
art rejection based on the limitation regarding translation cost determination (Amendment, Page 
11). The applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are moot with respect to the new 
grounds of rejection in view of Rutten et al (U.S. Patent: 6,632,251). 

2. Based on the amendments to the abstract, the examiner has withdrawn the previous 
objections directed towards minor informalities. 

3. Based on the amendments to the claims, the examiner has withdrawn the previous 35 
U.S.C. 1 12 rejection directed towards a lack of proper antecedent basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brotz (U.S. 
Patent: 4,882,681) in view of Rutten et al (U.S. Patent! 6,632,251), and further in view of Davitt 
et al (U.S. Patent: 5,392,343). 

With respect to Claim 1, Brotz discloses: 

Delivering language information as to its own language as well as the other person's 
language, a telephone number of a first telephone terminal as well as a telephone number of a 
second telephone terminal belonging to said other person (telephone numbers would be 
inherently included and required in order to establish the connection between the two cellular 
telephone devices shown in Fig, 2) together with information for requesting translation from said 
first telephone terminal to a network at the time of establishing a phone line (selector frequency, 
Col 3, Lines 32-54), 

Connecting said first telephone terminal with said second telephone terminal by means of 
said network through a translating apparatus, which has been previously prepared (Col. 3, Lines 
32-54, and Fig. 2)\ 

Translating a speaking in said first telephone terminal and a speaking in said second 
telephone terminal by means of said translating apparatus in accordance with said language 
information to deliver both the spoken contents translated to their opposite parties* telephone 
terminals, respectively (Col 3, Line 32- Col 4 } Line 58, and language translators, Fig. 2)\ 

Brotz does not teach a means for counting the translation time in determining a price for a 
translation service, however Rutten discloses such a means (timing system, Col 12, Lines 52-62). 

Brotz and Rutten are analogous art because they are from a similar field of endeavor in 
language translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, at 
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the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Brotz with the means for determining a charge 
for a translation service based on time as taught by Rutten to in order to implement a means of 
calculating a charge for additional services provided to a user in order to receive payment for 
those extra services (Rutten, Col 12, Lines 55-57). 

Brotz in view of Rutten teach a means for providing a translation of a telephone 
conversation and billing that translation as noted above, however Brotz in view of Rutten do not 
teach a means for adding that bill to a phone call rate, however Davitt recites adding services for 
a language translation (interpreter) to a billing for an actual telephone call (Col 5, Line 59- Col 
6, Line 5). 

Brotz, Rutten, and Davitt are analogous art because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor in language translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Brotz in view of Rutten with the 
means for adding a fee for translation services to a call charge in order to provide a caller with a 
detailed billing record that includes call and additional service fees (Davitt, Col 5, Line 65- Col 
6, Line 5). 

With respect to Claim 2, Brotz additionally discloses: 

The first telephone terminal and the second telephone terminal are cellular phones 
(cellular telephone, Col 3, Lines 24-27). 

With respect to Claim 3, Davitt additionally discloses: 

Network is a fixed telephone network (POTS, Col 6, Lines 12-17). 

With respect to Claim 4, Brotz in view of Rutten, and further in view of Davitt teaches 
the speech translation system featuring a billing calculation means, as applied to Claim 1. 
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Although neither Brotz, Rutten, nor Davitt specifically suggest that the telephone network is an 
internet phone network, the examiner takes official notice that it would have been obvious to 
utilize a telephone system internet network embodiment to further increase method compatibility 
with a commonly used and readily available internet telephone network type. 

Claims 5-8 contain subject matter similar to Claims 1-4, respectively, and thus, are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

Jaiswal et al (U.S. Patent: 6,002, 754)- teaches an apparatus for billing a telephone call 
and additional services. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James S. Wozniak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7632 
and email is James.Wozniak@uspto.gov. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays- 
Fridays, 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wayne Young can be reached at (571) 272-7582. The fax/phone number for the 
Technology Center 2600 where this application is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the technology center receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
0377. 



James S. Wozniak 
6/6/2005 




